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Introduction 

1 . I was engaged to audit the accompanying financial statements of Maquassi Hills Local 
Municipality, which comprise the statement of financial position as at 30 June 201 1 , and the 
statement of financial performance, statement of changes in net assets and cash flow 
statement for the year then ended and a summary of significant accounting policies and other 
explanatory information, as set out on pages [XX] to [XX], 

Accounting officer’s responsibility for the financial statements 

2. The accounting officer is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial 
statements in accordance with the South African Standards of Generally Recognised 
Accounting Practice (SA Standards of GRAP) and the requirements of the Municipal Finance 
Management Act of South Africa, 2003 (Act No. 56 of 2003) (MFMA) and the Division of 
Revenue Act of South Africa, 2010 (Act No. 1 of 2010) (DoRA) and for such internal control as 
management determines necessary to enable the preparation of financial statements that are 
free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error. 

Auditor-General’s responsibility 

3. As required by section 188 of the Constitution of South Africa, 1996 (Act No. 108 of 1996) and 
section 4 of the Public Audit Act of South Africa, 2004 (Act No. 25 of 2004) (PAA) my 
responsibility is to express an opinion on the financial statements based on conducting the 
audit in accordance with the International Standards on Auditing and General Notice 1111 of 
2010 issued in Government Gazette 33872 of 15 December 2010. Because of the matters 
described in the basis for disclaimer of opinion paragraphs, however, I was not able to obtain 
sufficient appropriate audit evidence to provide a basis for an audit opinion. 

Basis for disclaimer of opinion 

Property, plant and equipment 

4. The municipality did not review the residual values and useful lives of property, plant and 
equipment at each reporting date or assessed whether there is any indication that an asset 
may be impaired, in accordance with SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 17 Property, plant and 
equipment, The municipality’s records did not permit the performance of alternative audit 
procedures. Consequently, I was unable to practicably determine the misstatement in the 
surplus of R47 778 076 as per the statement of financial performance and property, plant and 
equipment of R478 481 41 1 (2010: R440 594 236) disclosed in note 7 to the financial 
statements. 

5. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence to determine the completeness, 
valuation, existence, and rights and obligations of property, plant and equipment of 

R478 219 984 (2010: R440 594 236) disclosed in note 7 to the financial statements and the 
movement in the government grant reserve of R40 072 749 as disclosed in note 53 
Furthermore, I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for an unexplained 
difference of R47 524 537 between the prior year closing balance of property, plant and 
equipment and the current opening balance as disclosed in note 7 to the financial statements. 
There were no satisfactory alternative procedures I could perform due to an insufficient assets 
management system. 
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Investment property 

6. SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 16, Investment property, requires that the municipality should 
recognise an investment property when it is probable that the future economic benefits or 
service potential that are associated with the investment property will flow to the entity, and the 
cost or fair value of the investment property can be measured. Contrary to this requirement the 
municipality did not recognise any properties as investment properties in the financial 
statements despite renting such to third parties. The municipality’s records did not permit the 
application of alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to determine the 
completeness, valuation, existence, and rights and obligations of investment properties which 
had to be recognised and disclosed in the financial statements. 

Trade and other receivables 

7. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for debtors of R3 1 74 288 
(2010: R30 982 082) included in trade and other receivables from exchange and non- 
exchange transactions of R176 531 210 (2010: R136 838 879 and R6 256 868 

(2010: R3 636 038) disclosed in notes 2 and 3 to the financial statements respectively. The 
municipality’s records did not permit the application of alternative audit procedures. 
Consequently, I was unable to determine the existence, valuation and rights of this trade and 
other receivables from exchange and non-exchange transactions. 

8. Section 32 of the MFMA requires that the accounting officer should first disclose all fruitless 
and wasteful expenditure and only after an investigation by council, transfer such amounts to a 
debtor for recovery. Contrary to this, the municipality recorded fruitless and wasteful 
expenditure incurred as suspense debtors. Had this been correctly recorded, expenses as per 
the statement of financial performance would increase with R3 512 752 and other receivables 
from non-exchange transactions as disclosed in note 3 to the financial statements, would 
decrease with the same amount. 

9. South African Statement of Generally Accepted Accounting Practice, IAS 39, Financial 
Instruments: Recognition and Measurement, requires that after initial recognition, loans and 
receivables shall be measured at amortised cost using the effective interest method. Contrary 
to this requirement the municipality could not provide sufficient appropriate audit evidence that 
the above requirements were considered. The municipality’s records did not permit the 
application of alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to determine the 
valuation of trade and other receivables from exchange and non-exchange transactions of 
R14 147 045 (2010: R9 024 186) and R6 256 868 (2010: R3 636 038) disclosed in notes 2 
and 3 to the financial statements respectively. 

10. SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 1 , Presentation of Financial Statements, requires that assets 
and liabilities, revenue and expenses, shall not be offset unless required or permitted by a 
Standard of GRAP. Contrary to this, the debtors VAT control account were incorrectly offset 
against the VAT receivable. Had this been correctly recorded, trade and other receivables 
from exchange transactions as disclosed in note 2 to the financial statements would increase 
with R18 576 819 (2010: R15 080 337) while the VAT receivable as disclosed in note 14 to the 
financial statements would decrease by the same amount. 

1 1 . Council approved the write-off of bad debts of R15 984 631 during the financial year. Contrary 
to this, an amount of R17 806 332 was recorded in the accounting records of the municipality. 
Furthermore, the difference of R1 821 701 was recorded to General Expenses instead of Bad 
debts in the statement of financial performance. Had the correct amount been recorded and 
correctly classified, General expenditure would have decreased R1 821 701 and trade and 
other receivables from exchange and non-exchange transactions as disclosed in note 2 and 3 
to the financial statements would have increased with the same amount. 
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Trade and other payables 

12. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for trade and other payables of 
R18 700 345 (2010: R4 802 555) included in trade and other payables from exchange 
transactions. The municipality’s records did not permit the application of alternative audit 
procedures. Consequently, I was unable to determine the completeness, existence, valuation, 
and rights and obligations of these trade and other payables from exchange transactions 
included in R34 897 627 (2010: R54 656 385) and disclosed in note 1 1 to the financial 
statements. 

13. SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 1 , Presentation of Financial Statements, requires that an entity 
shall prepare its financial statements on the accrual basis of accounting. Contrary to this, the 
municipality did not accrue for expenditure of R2 406 618 which relates to the financial year 
under review. Had this been accrued, expenses as per the statement of financial performance 
and trade and other payables from exchange transaction would have increased with 

R2 406 618 respectively. 

14. South African Statement of Generally Accepted Accounting Practice, IAS 39, Financial 
Instruments: Recognition and Measurement, requires that after initial recognition, an entity 
shall measure all financial liabilities at amortised cost using the effective interest method. 
Contrary to this requirement the municipality could not provide sufficient appropriate audit 
evidence that the above requirements have been considered. The municipality’s records did 
not permit the application of alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to 
determine the valuation of trade and other payables from exchange transactions of 

R30 405 374 (2010: R48 288 722) disclosed in note 1 1 to the financial statements. 

Unspent conditional grants and receipts 

15. I was unable to determine the completeness, valuation and allocation, existence, rights and 
obligations of unspent conditional grants and receipts of R5 110 062 (2010: R31 940 968) 
disclosed in note 16 to the financial statements. This was due to the lack of sufficient 
appropriate audit evidence to support revenue and expenditure transactions relating to 
conditional grants and receipts. The municipality’s records did not permit the application of 
alternative audit procedures. 

Revenue 

16. SA Standards of GRAP, GAMAP 9, Revenue, requires that revenue be recognised when it is 
probable that the economic benefits or service potential associated with the transaction will 
flow to the entity and the amount of the revenue can be measured reliably. Contrary to the 
requirement, the municipality did not record all revenue relating to rates and taxes, due to the 
fact that a rateable reconciliation was not performed. Had this been correctly recorded, 
revenue as per the statement of financial performance would increase with R2 865 535 and 
trade and other receivables from exchange transactions as disclosed in note 2 to the financial 
statements would increase with the same amount. 

17. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for revenue transactions of 
R86 600 542 (2010: R100 728 490) included in R256 330 442 (2010: R206 935 014) in the 
statement of financial performance. The municipality’s records did not permit the application of 
alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to determine the completeness, 
accuracy, occurrence, cut-off and classification of this revenue. 

Expenses 

18. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for expense transactions of 
R7 719 277 (2010: R13 112 484) included in R207 760 442 (2010: R265 840 826) in the 
statement of financial performance. The municipality’s records did not permit the application of 
alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to determine the completeness, 
accuracy, occurrence, cut-off and classification of these expenses. 
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Capital commitments 

19. An insufficient contract management system was in place for the identification and recognition 
of contracts and there were no satisfactory alternative procedures I could perform to obtain 
reasonable assurance that all commitments were properly recorded. Consequently, I was 
unable to determine the existence, rights and obligations, completeness, valuation and 
allocation of commitments of R89 380 21 1 (201 0: R68 178 101) included in note 41 to the 
financial statements. 

Non-current provisions 

20. SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 19, Provisions, Contingent Liabilities and Contingent Assets 
require that a provision be recognised when an entity has a present obligation for an outflow of 
economic resources that can be reliably estimated. The municipality failed to recognise 
provisions for the restoration of the landfill sites. I was unable to determine the extent of these 
provisions due to limitations placed on the scope of my work by the municipality. The 
municipality’s records did not permit the application of alternative audit procedures regarding 
these provisions. Consequently, I did not obtain all the information and explanations I 
considered necessary to satisfy myself as to the completeness of provisions. I could not 
practicably determine the effect of this limitation on the other account balances or classes of 
transactions contained in the financial statements. 

Contingent liabilities 

21 . SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 19, Provisions, Contingent Liabilities and Contingent Assets, 
requires that the municipality should disclose any contingent liabilities. The municipality did not 
disclose all contingent liabilities regarding the claims against the municipality by the rate 
payers association and a litigation claim by the suspended municipal manager. The 
municipality’s records did not allow the misstatement to be practicably quantified or permit the 
application of alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to determine the 
completeness of contingent liabilities of R1 1 5 000 disclosed in note 48 to the financial 
statements. 

Accumulated surplus 

22. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for journals of R1 972 599 
recorded against the accumulated surplus the prior year. The municipality’s records did not 
permit the application of alternative audit procedures. Consequently, I was unable to 
determine the existence, valuation, and rights and obligations of the total net assets of 
R335 060 61 0 for the prior year. 

Employee benefits 

23. SA Standards of GRAP, GRAP 19, Provisions, Contingent Liabilities and Contingent Assets 
require that a provision be recognised when an entity has a present obligation for an outflow of 
economic resources that can be reliably estimated. . Contrary to this, the municipality did not 
perform an actuarial valuation on employee benefits for the 201 1 financial year. The 
municipality’s records did not permit the application of alternative audit procedures. Due to the 
nature, the limitations are deemed material. Consequently, I was unable to determine the 
completeness, valuation, existence, and rights and obligations of provisions of R14 527 667 
(2010: R12 946 169) as disclosed in note 52 to the financial statements. 

Cash and cash equivalents 

24. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for journals of R20 921 521 in the 
bank overdraft and bank accounts of R750 020 (2010: R2 835 068) included in cash and cash 
equivalents respectively. The municipality’s records did not permit the application of alternative 
audit procedures. Consequently I was unable to determine the completeness, valuation, 
existence, and rights and obligations of the bank overdraft of R21 209 710 and cash and cash 
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equivalents of R4 375 024 (2010: R12 681 359) disclosed in the statement of financial position 
and note 1 to the financial statements respectively. 

Fruitless and wasteful expenditure 

25. Section 125 of the MFMA requires disclosure of material fruitless and wasteful expenditure. 
Fruitless and wasteful expenditure is deemed those expenditure which was incurred which 
could have been avoided if due care was taken. According to the municipality’s records, 
fruitless expenditure of R1 002 715 (2010: R623 079) was incurred during the year as a result 
of numerous expenses paid as penalty interest on arrear accounts, additional leave approved 
by council and expenditure relating to settlement of labour disputes. The fruitless expenditure 
was, however, not disclosed in note 38 to the financial statements. 

26. Furthermore, I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for fruitless and 
wasteful expenditure of R5 665 636 (2010: R4 556 093) disclosed in note 38 to the financial 
statements. Consequently, I was unable to determine the completeness, existence, rights and 
obligations, valuation and allocation of fruitless and wasteful expenditure. 

Irregular expenditure 

27. Section 125 of the MFMA requires disclosure of material irregular expenditure. I identified 
awards of R4 777 788 (2010: R15 881 871) made in contravention of the municipality’s supply 
chain management policy, thus resulting in irregular expenditure. This was not disclosed in the 
notes to the financial statements. 

28. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence for awards of R19 486 282 made 
in terms of the municipality’s supply chain management policy. The municipality’s records did 
not permit the application of alternative procedures. Furthermore, it was impracticable to 
quantify the resulting misstatement. Consequently, I did not obtain sufficient appropriate audit 
evidence to satisfy myself that all material irregular expenditure has been disclosed in the 
notes to the financial statements 

Unauthorised expenditure 

29. Section 125 of the MFMA requires disclosure of material unauthorised expenditure. The 
definition of unauthorised expenditure as per section 2 of the MFMA includes the 
overspending of the total amount appropriated for a vote in the approved budget. According to 
the municipality’s records, unauthorised expenditure of R4 707 081 (2010: R109 680 678) was 
incurred during the year as a result of numerous expenses not budgeted for. This 
unauthorised expenditure was however not disclosed in the notes to the financial statements. 

Cash flow statement 

30. I was unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence to determine the completeness, 
classification and understandability, accuracy and valuation of a non-cash reconciling item of 
R34 639 378 (201 0: R1 0 377 490) included in note 33. 

Disclaimer of opinion 

31 . Because of the significance of the matters described in the basis for disclaimer of opinion 
paragraphs, I have not been able to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence to provide a 
basis for an audit opinion. Accordingly, I do not express an opinion on the financial statements. 

Emphasis of matter 

32. I draw attention to the matter below. My opinion is not modified in respect of this matter: 

Restatement of corresponding figures 

33. As disclosed in note 37 to the financial statements, the corresponding figures for trade and 
other payables from exchange transactions, cash and cash equivalents, investments, current 
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provisions, for 30 June 201 1 have been restated as a result of errors discovered at, and for the 
year ended 30 June 201 1 . 

Material underspending of the conditional grants and budget 

34. As disclosed in note 23, the municipality has materially underspent the Municipal Infrastructure 
grant with R3 546 237. As a consequence, the municipality has not achieved its objectives with 
regards to the purpose of the grant. 

Additional matter 

35. I draw attention to the matter below. My opinion is not modified in respect of this matter: 

Unaudited supplementary schedules 

36. The supplementary information set out on pages [XX] to [XX] does not form part of the 
financial statements and is presented as additional information. I have not audited these 
schedules and accordingly I do not express an opinion thereon. 

REPORT ON OTHER LEGAL AND REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS 

37. In accordance with the PAA and in terms of General Notice 1111 of 2010, issued in 
Government Gazette 33872 of 15 December 2010, I include below my findings on material 
non-compliance with laws and regulations applicable to the municipality. 

Report on predetermined objectives 

38. I was unable to conduct the audit of performance against predetermined objectives as the 
municipality did not submit the annual performance report as required by section 46 of the 
MSA and section 1 21 (3)(c) of the MFMA. 

Compliance with laws and regulations 

Strategic planning and performance management 

39. The municipality did not adopt a framework that describes and represents how the 
municipality’s cycle and processes of performance planning, monitoring, measurement, 
review, reporting and improvement will be conducted, organised and managed, including 
determining the roles of the different role players as required by sections 38, 39, 40 and 41 of 
the Municipal Systems Act (MSA) and Municipal Planning and Performance Management 
Regulations 7 and 8. 

Budgets 

40. The municipality incurred expenditure that was not budgeted for and incurred expenditure in 
excess of the limits of the amounts provided for in the votes in the approved budget, in 
contravention of section 15 of the MFMA. 

Annual financial statements, performance and annual reports 

41 . The mayor did not table, in council, the 2006/07, 2007/08, 2008/09 and 2009/1 0 annual report 
of the municipality, within seven months after the end of the financial year as required by 
section 127(2) of the MFMA. 

42. The financial statements submitted for auditing were not prepared in all material respects in 
accordance with the requirements of section 122 of the MFMA. Material misstatements of 
current assets, liabilities, and expenditure and disclosure items identified by the auditors were 
subsequently corrected, but the uncorrected material misstatements resulted in the financial 
statements receiving a disclaimer of audit opinion. 
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Audit committee 

43. The audit committee did not function as required by section 166 of the MFMA, in that: 

• The audit committee did not review the annual financial statements, 

• The audit committee did not meet at least four times a year. 

Procurement and contract management 

44. Sufficient appropriate audit evidence could not be obtained that goods and services with a 
transaction value of between RIO 000 and R200 000 were procured by means of obtaining 
written price quotations from at least three different prospective providers as per the 
requirements of Supply Chain Management (SCM) regulation 17(a) and (c). 

45. Sufficient appropriate audit evidence could not be obtained that goods and services with a 
transaction value above R200 000 were procured by means of inviting competitive bids as per 
the requirements of SCM regulation 19(a) and 36(1). 

46. Awards were made to providers who are persons in service of the municipality in contravention 
of SCM regulations 44. Furthermore the providers failed to declare that he/she was in the 
service of the municipality as required by SCM regulation 13(c). 

47. Persons in service of the municipality whose close family members had a private or business 
interest in contracts awarded by the municipality failed to disclose such interest, as required by 
SCM regulation 46(2)(e) and the code of conduct for councillors issued in terms of the MFMA, 
the code of conduct for staff members issued in terms of the MSA, and the providers failed to 
declare their relationship to persons employed by the municipality as per the requirements of 
Municipal SCM regulation 13(c). 

48. A list of accredited prospective providers was not in place for procuring goods and services 
through quotations as required by SCM regulation 14(1)(a). 

Expenditure management 

49. Money owing by the municipality was not always paid within 30 days of receiving an invoice or 
statement, as required by section 65(2)(e) of the MFMA. 

50. The accounting officer did not take all reasonable steps to ensure that the municipality had 
and maintained a management, accounting and information system which accounted for 
creditors of the municipality, as required by section 65(2)(b) of the MFMA. 

51 . The accounting officer did not take reasonable steps to prevent unauthorised, irregular and 
fruitless and wasteful expenditure, as required by section 62(1 )(d) of the MFMA. 

52. The municipality did not recover unauthorised, irregular or fruitless and wasteful expenditure 
from the liable person/persons, as required by section 32(2) of the MFMA. 

53. The accounting officer did not always report to the South African Police Service the cases of 
alleged irregular expenditure that constituted a criminal offence and fraud, as required by 
section 32(6) of the MFMA. 

54. Sufficient appropriate audit evidence could not be obtained that payments were approved by 
the accounting officer or a properly authorised official as required by section 11(1) of the 
MFMA. 

Transfer of funds and conditional grants 

55. The accounting officer did not evaluate the performance of the municipality in respect of 
programmes funded or partially funded by a schedule 4 allocation within two months after the 
end of the financial year as required by section 1 1 (6) of the DORA. 

Revenue management 

56. Revenue received by the municipality was not always reconciled at least on a weekly basis, as 
required by section 64(2)(h) of the MFMA. 
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Asset management 

57. The accounting officer did not take all reasonable steps to ensure that the municipality had 
and maintained an effective system of internal control for assets as required by section 
63(2)(c) of the MFMA. 

58. The municipality disposed of capital assets without council's consideration and approval as 
required by section 14(2)(a) of the MFMA and Municipal Asset Transfer Regulation 5. 

Financial misconduct 

59. Disciplinary proceedings were not instituted against officials of the municipality, when 
investigations warranted such a step, as required by section 171 (4)(b) of the MFMA. 

INTERNAL CONTROL 

60. In accordance with the PAA and in terms of General Notice 1111 of 2010, issued in 
Government Gazette 33872 of 15 December 2010, I considered internal control relevant to my 
audit, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of internal control. 
The matters reported below are limited to the significant deficiencies that resulted in the basis 
for disclaimer of opinion, the findings on the annual performance report and the findings on 
compliance with laws and regulations included in this report. 

Leadership 

61 . Sound integrity and ethical values to promote a culture of honesty, with ethical business 
practices and good governance, protecting and enhancing the best interests of the entity is not 
understood or implemented in order to set the standard of conduct for financial and 
performance reporting, and to ensure compliance with legislation. 

62. Adequate oversight responsibility regarding financial and performance reporting and 
compliance and related internal controls are not exercised. 

63. Effective FIR management is not implemented, to ensure that adequate and sufficiently skilled 
resources are in place and that performance is monitored. Several senior management 
officials are in acting positions. There is a high vacancy rate and a lack of skilled staff, yet the 
actual cost of employee cost are approximately 25% of the budgeted expenditure. This 
indicates that the structure in place is not adequate or cost effective. 

64. Policies and procedures is not established or implemented to enable and support 
understanding and execution of internal control objectives, processes, and responsibilities. 
Policies and procedures are not adequately communicated and work shopped, to ensure that 
all officials understand the operating thereof and can implement the procedures as required. 

No policy exists for the delegation of powers. The municipality did not have updated 
documented internal policies and procedures to address the process of collection, recording, 
processing, monitoring and reporting of performance information. 

Financial and performance management 

65. No proper record keeping in a timely manner to ensure that complete, relevant and accurate 
information is accessible and available to support financial reporting, and to ensure that 
performance information was submitted for audit. The responsibility for maintaining contracts 
are performed by various individuals. Payments can be authorised by too many different 
officials without ensuring that adequate supporting documentation is available. The accounting 
officer has failed to ensure that an effective system exists for the retrieving of information and 
the establishment of a supply chain management unit. 

66. Adequate controls over daily and monthly processing and reconciling of transactions do not 
exist. In addition controls are not designed to prevent and detect unauthorised, fruitless and 
wasteful and irregular expenditure. Furthermore, manual or automated controls are not 
designed to ensure that the transactions occurred, are authorised, and are completely and 
accurately processed. 
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67. Accurate and complete financial and performance reports that are supported and evidenced 
by reliable information is not prepared. Numerous errors were noted in the annual financial 
statements submitted for auditing, which indicates that the financial statements were not 
adequately reviewed by management before submitting the final version for auditing. Section 
57 manager do not take responsibility for performance information. A poor control environment 
over financial reporting exists at the municipality as matters raised in the 2009/2010 regularity 
audit have not been corrected, which lead to repeated audit findings. The accounting officer 
did not monitor the implementation of the GRAP financial framework which resulted in 
qualifications on fixed assets, receivables and payables. 

68. Management failed to design and implement formal controls to review and monitor compliance 
with applicable laws and regulations. 

Governance 

69. Management failed to implement appropriate risk management activities to ensure that regular 
risk assessments are conducted and that a risk strategy is developed and monitored to 
address the risks. 

70. The shared internal audit service was not effective during the financial year. The internal audit 
reports were not tabled in council for consideration of recommendations and implementation 
corrective action. Council and management failed to recognise the value that internal audit can 
add to the municipality. 

71 . The shared audit committee service was not effective during the financial year. The 
recommendations made and reports were not tabled in council. It had no impact on the 
achievement of an improved audit outcome for the financial year. The audit committee also did 
not review the effectiveness of the internal audit during the financial year. 

OTHER REPORTS 

Investigations 

72. An external firm conducted a forensic investigation during the financial year regarding 
allegations on pension fund payments, subsistence claims and misuse of fuel within the 
municipality. The outcome on the forensic investigation and an extended regularity audit 
management report on procurement and contract management performed by the Auditor 
General was presented to the council who have not yet instituted any actions as 
recommended by both reports as at the date of this report. 



Potchefstroom 


30 November 201 1 



AUDITOR-GENERAL 


SOUTH AFRICA 
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